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Camden's day onwards, our Universities have inadvertently inculcated in relation to these two Privy
Councillors, Chancellors respectively of Oxford and Cambridge, such fundamental errors as this new
and independent examination of the evidence must ultimately persuade them to reject for ever.1
1 In 1904 Messrs, Longmans, London, New York, and Bombay, republished the libel as " History of
Lawrence, Bt., M.P.) /jto.
The quotation from Sheridan's "Critic" is ironically applied, the production being little except
scandal. But the editor believed it to " throw considerable light" upon the life of Leicester and
" the political history" of Elizabeth. It did not occur to him to compare it with Leicester's own
writings. But he quoted, in illustration of the "Government animosity," extracts from a letter
of i3th October, 1641, from Edward Nicholas to the Wardens of the Stationers' Company.
"I hear there is now printing at one Dawson's, a printer in Thames Street, a book called
Leicester's Commonwealth .... very scandalous to divers of the Lords ancestors .... I pray
give order forthwith to stay the printing or dispersing of any of those books until the Lords of
Parliament or the Lords or the Council shall meet."
This was "Leicester's Common-wealth: conceived, spo\en and published with most earnest
protestation of all Dutiful good will and affection towards this Realm, for whose good onely, it is
made common to many. Job the 20. Verse the 27. The Heavens shall reveale his iniquity, and
the Earth shall rise up against him. Printed 1641" (No name of printer.) and issue spelt
' Leicester' and ' whereunto is added Leicester's Ghost' inserted. Doggrel verses, jjaged 1-34. There
was also a quarto edition which the 1904 editor selected to reproduce in facsimile as the " most
correct" and agreeing with "many of the manuscripts"; he does not say what manuscripts or
where they are to be found. In referring to Dr. Drake's versions in 1706, two editions 8VO, and
1708, and again in 1721, he appears to believe the frequent reissues are indicative of the veracity
of the composition. Rather are they the measure of popular and scholastic oblivion as to the
totally different character of Leicester, appearing in his own voluminous correspondence, and also
in the tribute of Spenser, after bis death,—which we will quote in its chronological place.

